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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

- REGIONVI
901 NORTH 5TH STREET =~
l .KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

DECTTam

-__Mr Jthull | - T
Chief, Water Pollution Control Program o e
Water Protection and Soil Conservation D1v1s10n ST

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
P.O.Box 176 '

- Jefferson Ctty, MO 65102

' ‘Dcar Mr. Hull:

_ The U.S. Envrronmental Protect1on Agency (EPA) has completed 1ts revrew of pubhc |
comments regardtng changes made by EPA to Missouri’s 2002 303(d) list as descrlbcd in our
' decision letter to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) of Aprll 29, 2003.

- EPA had reviewed Missouri’s 2002 303(d) ltst of 1mpalred watcrs and dctermmcd that
~ Missouri’s 2002 list of water quality limited segments (WQLS) still requtrlng Total Maximum
Daily Loads (TMDLs) did not include certain waters and pollutants reqmrcd to be listed. EPA

- partially approved and partially dlsapproved Mlssourt s 303(d) list, and prowded its. rationale for

this action in a letter to MDNR dated April 29, 2003. EPA then 1ssued a public notice on May 1,
2003, seeking written comments on EPA’s decision to add and/or restore 63 waterbodies and
associated pollutants to Missouri’s 2002 list of 1rnpa1red waters, add back pollutants that had

“been removed from 30 waterbodies retained from the State’s 1998 list, and add new pollutants of

~ concern to two other waterbodies that had also been retained from the State’s previous list. The

- public comment period, which had been extended another 45 days past the ortglnal 60 days
closed on August 15, 2003 ' . -

'EPA’s pubhc notrce was placed in newspapers servrng the followrng cmes and their
surrounding areas: Maryville, Kirksville, Cape Girardeau, Springfield, St. Lou1s, Jefferson City,
and Kansas City. The record supporttng EPAh’s decision regarding Mlssourl $ 2002 303(d) list
~ was placed in public libraries in the above cities and at the EPA Region VII ofﬁce EPA also

- posted its decrsron support document on EPA Regron VII’s website. EPA’s request for public

comments was limited to decisions to add and/or restore spectﬁc waters and pollutants to
Missouri’s 2002 303(d) list. S . -

Based on EPA’s review, the Agency 1s amending its decrston as follows (1) EPA is
removing 12 waterbodies out of 38 waterbodies which EPA had ortgrnally restored to the list for
sediment; (2) EPA is removing 2 out the 13 waterbodres whrch EPA hatl-.],-ded to the list from

the group of 26 Consent Decrce watcrbodles (3) EPA 1S removmg 4 more waterbodtes and
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' removing pollutants from 6 other waterbodles based on data a.nd mformatlon prowded by the

 State and public during EPA’s public comment period; and, lastly, EPA concurs with the State’s '

o orlgmal decision to change the pollutant name from “nen-ﬁlterable residue or sediment” to

“volatile suspended solids or non-volatile suapended sahds” for 22 waterbodies, based on field
data provided by MDNR dunng EPA’s publtc comment pertod EPA’s rationale for the amended' _
- decision is provided in the enclosed responsiveness summary. This letter and the attached
- responsiveness surnmary will be posted on EPA Regten VII’s websne ' -

If you would like to further dlscuss EPA’s actton please contact me at 913 55 1-7 001 or
Cheryl Cnsler Chief of the Water Quahty Management Branch at 913 5 51 7820 '

/" Leol. Aldd
' Director .
Water Wetlands, and Pesttcldes D1v1510n

- .f'r -
7
" . Irr
. -

Irman

Enclosure:

Responsiveness Summary to Public Comment




